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DETAILED ACTION 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 7/24/08 
has been entered. 

2. Claims 86-110 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 05/14/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
moot in view of new ground(s) of rejection. 


Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 87-106 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Consider claim 87, the claim recites "a peer node" 
twice on lines 7 and 9. It is vague whether these two peer nodes are the same. Claims 
100, 103, 105 also recite "a peer node" same as "a peer node" in claim 87, and are 
rejected for the same rationale. Correction is required. 
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6. Claims 101 and 102 recite "peer nodes". It is vague whether these peer nodes 
are the same as the peer node requesting content in claim 87. Correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 87, 88, 95-100, 102-106 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wiser et al. (US 6,385,596, hereafter Wiser), in view of what was 
known in the art at the time of the invention. 

9. For claim 87, Wiser discloses a method for managing content in an operating 
environment that includes nodes, the method comprising the steps of: 

■ registering users (col. 4 lines 13-14, a consumer registers with the media 
licensing center); 

■ checking user passwords to prevent unregistered users from receiving content 
services (col. 4 lines 19-27, col. 9 lines 19-24, user passphrase created in the 
registration process used to authenticate the user from accessing media); 


Application/Control Number: 10/609,325 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2452 

■ receiving at a node a request by a registered user for access to content (col. 9, 
lines 56-60, delivery server receives requests for a media data file) which 
contains at least one previously treated critical portion (col. 9, lines 25-34, 
encrypted media data file-related portion); and 

■ serving at least the critical portion over a network communications link to a node 
for presentation to the registered user (col. 9 lines 60-67, deliver the requested 
media with encrypted portions). 

Wiser does not disclose that the invention is applied to peer nodes in a peer-to-peer 
network. 

Official Notice is taken that peer-to-peer networks are known in the art for content 
distribution (see e.g., Shear et al., US 2001/0042043, title, abstract, [0044], media rights 
management in a peer-to-peer distributed environment) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Wiser and what was known in the art in order to 
apply content distribution scheme of Wiser to a peer-to-peer networks to take 
advantage of peer-to-peer environment such as good scalability and availability of 
content. 

10. For claim 88, as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON further discloses the serving step 
serves digital content that contains at least one musical recording (Wiser, abstract). 

11. For claim 95, as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON further discloses the critical 
portion comprises encrypted content (Wiser, col. 7 lines 27-30). 


Application/Control Number: 10/609,325 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2452 

12. For claim 96, as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON further discloses the critical 
portion comprises compressed content (Wiser, col. 7 lines 20-25). 

1 3. For claim 97, as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON further discloses the critical 
portion comprises licensed content (Wiser, col. 10 lines 18-24). 

14. For claim 98, as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON further discloses the critical 
portion comprises content that is compressed and encrypted (Wiser, col. 7 lines 20-30). 

1 5. For claim 99, as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON discloses the step of disabling 
use of at least a portion of the content after an expected security handshake is not 
received (Wiser, col. 10 lines 23-36, audio image data can only be used after 
authentication using public-private keys). 

16. For claim 100, as applied to claim 87, Wiser does not disclose the step of 
downloading at least a portion of the content to a peer node at least one hour before the 
serving step. However, Official Notice is taken that it was well known how to download a 
portion of content before serving the content (see e.g., Metz et al., US 5,768,539, col. 
38 lines 29-35, download an application file and image before execution of the 
application). It would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Wiser and what was known in the art to download 
a portion of the content at least one hour (or any time in advance) before serving the 
content to serve content locally for better performance and quality. 

17. For claim 102, as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON further discloses the method 
moves content to peer nodes in response to actual requests from users (Wiser, col. 9 
lines 54-67, deliver content upon user request). 
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18. For claim 103, as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON further discloses the method 
operates in conjunction with a license enforcement software program executing on a 
client node (Wiser, col. 10 lines 13-16). 

19. For claim 104, as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON further discloses the method 
tracks content use in order to create records on which invoices are at least partially 
based (Wiser, col. 9 lines 40-52). 

20. For claim 105, as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON further discloses the method 
tracks content location and determines whether content is already resident on a peer 
node at or near a location at which content is requested (Wiser, col. 17, lines 7-21 , 
requested content is checked for availability at nearby nodes at which content is 
requested). 

21. For claim 106, as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON further discloses only 
authenticated network users are able to access the content (Wiser, col. 9 lines 19-37, 
authentication of users for providing content). 

22. Claims 89-94, 101 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wiser, in view of what has been known in the art and Salesky et al. (US 6,343,313, 
hereafter Salesky) 

23. For claims 89 and 90, as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON does not disclose the 
serving step serves digital content that contains visual images. However, Salesky 
discloses the same (Salesky, col. 3 lines 24-26, visual images, col. 3 lines 30-33, 
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video). It would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teachings of Wiser, ON and Salesky to provide more variety of content 
such as images and video to users. 

24. For claim 91 , as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON does not disclose the method 
delivers content by synchronous sharing. However, Salesky discloses real time sharing 
or streaming of audio and video conferences (Salesky, col. 3 lines 42-50). It would have 
been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to combine the 
teachings of Wiser, ON and Salesky to provide more variety of content such as real time 
video conferencing to users. 

25. For claim 92, as applied to claim 91 . Salesky-Wiser further discloses the method 
comprises video conferencing (Salesky, col. 3 lines 42-50). 

26. For claims 93 and 94, as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON does not disclose the 
method delivers content in a real-time manner and/or and interactive manner. However, 
Salesky discloses the same (Salesky, col. 3 lines 42-50; col. 3 lines 42-50, video 
conference is an interactive application). It would have been obvious for one skilled in 
the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Wiser, ON and Salesky 
to deliver content in a real-time manner and/or and interactive manner so that users can 
interact more efficiently with one another. 
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27. For claim 101 , as applied to claim 87, Wiser-ON does not disclose the method 
moves content to peer nodes in response to anticipated requests from users. However, 
Salesky discloses a method of prerecording conference content and delivering them 
upon anticipation of a time of conference (Salesky, col. 9 line 64-col. 10 line 7). It would 
have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to combine the 
teachings of Wiser, ON and Salesky to deliver content to nodes in response to 
anticipated requests from users so that sessions can be preserved and provided when 
appropriate delivery time comes. 

28. Claims 86 and 1 07-1 1 0 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wiser, in view of what has been known in the art (Official Notice or 
ON), and Shear et al. (US 6,157,721, hereafter Shear). 

29. For claim 86, Wiser discloses a method for managing content in a shared use 
operating environment (abstract), the shared use operating environment including a 
registration server (fig. 1B media licensing center 1 10), a content server connectable by 
a network link to the registration server (fig. 1B content manager 112), and a client 
workstation connectable by a client-server network communications link to the content 
server (fig. 1A, client system 126 linked to content manager 112 of fig. 1B), the method 
comprising the steps of: 
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■ registering a user at the registration server, thereby characterizing the user as a 
registered user (col. 4 lines 13-14, a consumer registers with the media licensing 
center); 

■ receiving at the content server a request by the registered user for access to 
content (col. 9, lines 56-60, delivery server receives requests for a media data 
file) which contains at least one previously treated critical portion (col. 9, lines 25- 
34, encrypted media data file-related portion); 

■ authenticating the request (fig. 9BA, authenticate consumer certificate with 
receipt 946) 

■ serving at least the critical portion over the client-server network communications 
link for presentation to the registered user at the client workstation (col. 9 lines 
60-67, deliver the requested media with encrypted portions); 

Wiser does not disclose disabling caching and other disk writes to prevent a copy of 
the critical portion of the content from being created on nonvolatile storage at the client 
workstation; 

However, official notice is taken that it was well known in the art how to disable 
caching and other disk writes (see e.g. Fabrizio et al., US 5,875,474, col. 4 lines 56-65, 
col. 5 line 27, disabling disk caching). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Wiser and what was known in the art in order to 
disable caching and writing to prevent license information being copied or reproduced at 
the client's computer. The motivation is provided by Shear, whose method allows users 
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to view a particular multimedia presentation, delivered from a provider, while prevent the 
users from making a copy of the presentation (col. 8 lines 57-62). 

30. For claim 107, as applied to claim 86, Wiser further discloses reserving a 
particular piece of content for a particular registered user (Wiser, fig. 9AB, col. 16 I. 67- 
col. 17 I. 5, reservation of content). Wiser and Shear do not disclose the piece of 
content is courseware content. However, Official Notice is taken that courseware 
content was well known in the art at the time of the invention (see e.g. Hollingsworth et 
al., US 6,157,808, abstract, training course content). It would have been obvious for one 
skilled in the art at the time of the invention to apply the teachings of Wiser, Shear to 
what was known about courseware to reserve a piece of courseware content for users. 

31. For claim 108, as applied to claim 86, Wiser-ON-Shear further discloses 
monitoring the client-server network communications link (Wiser, col. 15 lines 1-17 and 
33-43, monitoring streams for each server to client internet connection). 

32. For claim 109, as applied to claim 86, Wiser, Shear do not disclose downloading 
at least one non-critical portion of the content to the client workstation at least two hours 
before serving the critical portion. However, Official Notice is taken that it was well 
known how to download a portion of content before serving the content (see e.g., Metz 
et al., US 5,768,539, col. 38 lines 29-35, download an application file and image before 
execution of the application). It would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the 
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time of the invention to combine the teachings of Wiser, Shear and what was known in 
the art to download a portion of the content at least two hour (or any time in advance) 
before serving the content to serve content locally for better performance and quality. 

33. For claim 110, as applied to claim 86, Wiser-ON-Shear further discloses 
presenting the registered user with an invoice for usage of the content (Wiser, col. 17 
line 61-col. 18 line 4, invoice to user). 

Conclusion 

34. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hieu T. Hoang whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1253. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 8 a.m. -5 p.m., 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 571-272-3964. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

HH 


/Kenny S Lin/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2452 


